Recommendation D-5 . The Department of Education shou! g^tructure the procurement and funding procedures for evaluations so as to permit more creative evaluation \ by opening up the process and allowing a period for exploratory research.  (Chapter 3)
The more complex the evaluation, the less likely i that one can spell out ahead of time the best methods addressing the questions that the evaluation is desig: to answer. The current RFP process in particular ign< this fact. The Committee believes that the RFP procei can be made more flexible. RFPs for large studies sh< include a period of exploratory research; they should also provide for side studies that address questions integral to the evaluation that emerge after it is un< way. Proposers should be given the freedom to specif: alternative methods and to suggest side studies. Mos important, sufficient time for developing proposals nu be allowed.
Mechanisms other than RFPs for funding evaluations also be used to open up the system.  For examplet unsolicited and solicited proposals, 8~A contracting, cooperative agreements, basic ordering agreements, an< grant awards are each appropriate to given evaluation tasks. The Committee's recommendation that a greater variety of funding methods be employed does not imply that the use of RFPs be drastically reduced. Flexibi; in the award process, we believe, will permit the introduction of new ideas that may contribute to higher-quality evaluations.  Flexibility will also ali greater participation by minority organizations and researchers.
Recommendation D-6. All major national evaluations should be reviewed by independentgroups at the desig award, and finalreport stages. Review groupsshould include representatives of minorities and other consul